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be predicted.    In the result we may utter our
requiescat over the grave of localism.
Nationalism, then, is triumphant.   The natural
question any statute must now raise is not whether
Missouri or Alabama will benefit from its enact-
ment, but whether the United States will so benefit.
But there is another aspect of this unified sover-
eignty about which certain doubts may be ex-
pressed.   It stands for centralisation; that is to
say, it changes the whole character of the federal
idea.   It may be, indeed, that this centralisation
is essential to the future of the United States.  It
may be that until the power of the latter under-
goes a further concentration, it can never ade-
quately be exercised.   The interests of the whole
may so uniquely transcend the interests of the
parts as to give their separate claims little or no
validity.   Yet even an observer handicapped, as
I am, by an alien tradition, can not help but
realise that there is in America a certain funda-
mental disunity of circumstance.   When I am in
Kansas, I know that I am not in New York.   The
problems, even the thoughts and the desires, are
different and affect people differently.   Is it wise
to make Washington a kind of Hegelian harmoni-
sation of these differences and say that Congress
can transcend them in a federal statute?   In the
result, as every statesman must know, what are
called the ' interests of the Bepublic' in New York
will probably be called * discrimination against the
Middle West' in Kansas.  And that is intelligible,